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Commissioner for Patents 
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

This paper summarizes the examiner interview concerning the above- 
identified application, which was conducted on January 15, 2008. The Applicant 
requests reconsideration of the claims in view of the following comments 
presented during the interview. 

With regard to dependent claims 5, 15 and 25, which stand rejected under 
35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Wright in view of Suzuki and in 
further view of Balachandran. In rejecting claims 5, 15 and 25, the Examiner relied 
on the threshold value and the hysteresis value, as taught by Balachandran, and 
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on the assertion that the threshold value and hysteresis value represented a prior 
history of antenna selection as is recited in claims 5, 15 and 25. During the 
examiner interview, the Applicant pointed out that FIG. 3A from Balachandran 
teaches that the threshold value and the hysteresis value are predetermined 
values that are not based on the prior history of antenna selection. The Applicant 
and the Examiner agreed that Balachandran does not teach a method for 
determining a specific threshold value or a specific hysteresis value. Since 
Balachandran does not teach a method for determining a specific threshold value 
or a specific hysteresis value, the Applicant respectfully submitted that 
Balachandran does not teach that the threshold value or the hysteresis value 
represent a prior history of antenna selection as is recited in claims 5, 15, and 25. 

The Applicant agreed to amend the claims 5, 15 and 25 as suggested by 
the examiner to further clarify the language and to further prosecution of the 
present application. The amendments to the claims were as follows: 

5. The method according to claim 2, comprising selecting said starting 
antenna based on prior history of said selection of said portion of dwelled-on at 
least one of a plurality of antennas as observed across one or more previous 
frames. 

15. The machine-readable storage according to claim 12, comprising 
code for selecting said starting antenna based on prior history of said selection of 
said portion of dwelled-on at least one of a plurality of antennas as observed 
across one or more previous frames. 
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25. The system according to claims 22, wherein said processor selects 
said starting antenna based on prior history of said selection of said portion of 
dwelled-on at least one of a plurality of antennas as observed across one or more 
previous frames. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: January 16, 2008 By: /Oqnvan I. Beremski/ 

Ognyan Beremski 
Reg. No. 51,458 
Attorney for Applicant 
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